
4.5 PSP Cover Sheet (Attach to the Front oFeach proposal)

Proposal Title: Ci~ of Redding Water Utility Fish Screen Rehabilitation

Applicant Name: City of Redding
MaiUng Address: Department of Public Works, 760 Parkvfew, Reddin~l~ CA 96049-6071
Telepholle: (503) 225-4170
Fax: (503) 245-7024
~m~il: pw~lroup@ci.redding.ca.us

Amount of funding requested: $ 495,400 for    3 y~ars

Indicate the Topic for which you are applying (check only ons box).

N Fish Passage/’Fish Screens r~ Introduced Spacies
[] Habitat Reslomtion r~ Fish Management/Hatchery
[] Local Watershed Stewardship [] Environmental Edueatior~
[] Water Quality

Does the proposal address a specified Focused Action?__ yesX no

What coanty or courltles is II~e prctjecl located ia?    Shasta County

Indicate the geographic area of.’,’our proposal (elaeck only one box):
t~ Sacramento River Mainstem t~ East Side Trib:
t3 Sacramento Trib: t2 Suisun Marsh aod Bay
[] San Joaquin River Mainstem t2 North Baylgouth Bay:.
o San Joaquin Trib: t2 Landscape (entire Bay-Delts watershed)
12 Delta:. t~ Other:

indicate the primary species which the proposal addresses (cheek all that apply):
~ San .ioaquin and East-side Delta tributaries fall-run chinook salmon
Xl Winter-run chinook salmon lzl Spring-run ehmook salmon
Xl Late-fall run chinook salmon lsi Fall-run chinook salmon
[] Delta smelt [] Longfm smelt
[] Splitmil ~ Steelhead trout
[] Green sturgeon t~ Striped bass
[] Migratory birds B All chinook species
c3 Other: ~ All anadromous salmonids

Specie, the ERP strategic objective and target (s) that the project addresses, include page
numbers from January 1999 version of ERP Volume i and

Visions for Ecos~istem Elements (Pdodty Group ~) (Vol. 1, pp. 32)
Species arid Species Group Visions, (Chinook salmon & Stealhead trout) (VoL 1, pp. 211-237)
Visions for Reducing or Eliminating Stressors, Water Diversions (Vol. 1, pp. 419-429)
North Sacramento Valley Ecological Zone (VoI, 2, pp. 209-211)
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Indicate the type of applicant (cheek only one box):
t~ Stale agency t~ Federal agency
t2 Public/Non-profit joint venture t2 Non-profit
~1 Local govenament/district t~ Private party
o University o Other:

Indicate the type of project (cheek only one box~:
[] Planning ~ Implementation
~ Monitoring t2 Education
o Research

By signing below, the: applicant declares the following:

1.) The truth fulness of all representatic~ns in their proposal;

2.) The individual signing the foma is entitled to submit the application on behalf of the
applicant (if the applicant is au entity or organization); and

3.) The person submitting tbc at~ptication has read and understood the conflict ofimerest and
confidentiality discussion in the PSP {Section 2.’*) and waives any and all rights to privacy
and confidentiality of the proposM on beha|f 0fthe applicant, to the extent as provided it~ the
Section.
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CALFED (CATEGORY III)

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

PROJECT TITLE: CiD’ of Redding Water Utility Fish Screen Rehabilitation

APPLICANT: City of Redding, Department of Public Works
760 Parkview Avenue, Redding, California 96049-6017

PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION

The City of Reddthg is requesting fimds to install a positive barrier fish screen structure on its intake
structure at Pump Station # 1 (City of Redding Water Utility, within the Sacramento River, Shasta
County) which will meet National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) and California Department of
Fish and Game (CDFG) screen criteria. Design, engineering, construction, installation, and
monitoring of the new sureens and any necessary modification of the present intake structure would
take place.

The City of Redding Water Utility divet~s water directly out of the Sacramento River at Pump
Station #1 which is located on the south bank of the Sacramento River in the area referred to as
Lake Redding, approximately 2.7 miles down river of Keswick Dam (River Mile 246.7R). The
flows being taken in by the ptmaping plant average ±37.2 cubic feet per second (CFS) with a
maximum intake of,M.6 CFS. The pumping plant is utilized 365 days a year. Flows are dependent
upon the immediate needs of the urban cormnunity, and fluctuate seasonally.

PRIMARY BIOLOGICAL/ECOLOGICAL OBJECTIVES:

The primary objective of the project is to increase protection for priority species of juvenile fish
within this section of the Sacramento River. The protection added by the upgraded screening
system on Pump Station #1 will reduce or eliminate entrainment losses of CALFED priority species
including winter-run, spring-run, Sacramento fall-run and Sacratnento late-fall run chinook
salmon, steelhead trout, and other resident fish species. These actions wi!l help in the recovery of
State and federally listed fish species, improvement of the riverine and Bay Delta aquatic ecosystem,
and improve important sport fisheries.

BUDGET COSTS AND THIRD PARTY IMPACTS:

The proposed budget of $576,640 would fimd the 3 year project. The City will provide cost sharing
($80,740) in the form of its civil engineering personnel, who will oversee construction and inspect
the construction of the project as welt as complete management of the entire project form start to
finish. CALFED funding would be used to design and purchase the needed materials to construct
the screening system, and cover the cost of constmetion ($495,400). There are no antieipatad
negative third pur~ impacts resulting from this proposed project.
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APPLICANT QUALIFICATIONS:

The City of Redding Fish Screen Restoration project will be administered by the City of Redding
and receive support from the Cotmty of Shasta. rllte City of Redding is responsible for the
management of planning, growth, public utilities and preservation of natural resources within the
City of Redding. The City of Redding is staffed with experienced managers, planners, and
engineers who have demonstrated an ability to protect and restore natural resources. In addition,
qualified, experienced staff of the County of Shasta will contribute support.

MONITORING AND DATA EVALUATION:

As par~ of the City of Redding Water Utility Fish Screen Rehabilitation project, a monitor’mg
prograna will be designed and implemanted in consultation with NMFS, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS), arid CDFG guidelines and the approval of the CALFED Bay-Delta Program to
ensure that the installed screen s~ructures are working properly. A final project report will be
prepared and submitted upon completion of the project and i~s final haspec/ion.

LOCAL SU PPORT/COORDINATION VClTH OTHER PROGRAMS AND
COMPATIBILITY WITIt CALFED OBJECTIVES:

The City of Redding, Department of Public Works will administer efforts "to ensure the successful
implementation of the project in a cooperative effort which will inchide input from the NMFS,
USFWS, and the CDFG. To augment ~unding of this screening project, the City of Redding has
also snbmRted proposals to request funding through the Anadroreous Fish Screen Progrmn of the
CVPIA and the Family Walzr Alliance.

This project is compatible with CALFED objectives because it addresses the needs for improved
juvenile fish protection for priority species by installSng a positive barrier fish screen on a water
diversion structure wit2-fm the Sacramento River. It will greatly increase protection for CALFED
priority species of juvenile fish such as chinook salmon a~d steelhead trout in this area, which
serves as a spawning and rearing area prior to migration downstream to the ocean.
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City of Redding Water Utility Fish Screen Rehabilitation

Primary Contact: Morton August, Director of Public Works
City of ReddJng, Departmeut of Public Works
760 Parkview Avenue
Redding, California 96049-6071

Phone: (530) 225-4170
Fax: (530) 245-7024
E-mail: pwgroup@ci.redding.ca.us

Participant~ and Collaborators: City of Redding

Type of Organlzation and Tax Status: City Government - Exempt

Tax Identification Number: #94-6000401
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Proposed Scope of Work

Tke City of Redding Water Utility diverts water directly out of the Sacramento River at Pump
Station #1, winch is located on the south bm~k of the Sacramento River in the area ret~rred to as
Lake R~tding. Pumps divert water to meet approximately 65% of the urban water needs for the
City of Redding. The flows being taken in by the pumping plant average ±37.2 cubic feet per
second (CFS), with a maximum intake of 44.6 CFS. The pumping plant is utilized 365 days a year.
Flows are dependent upon the immediate needs of the urban conunualty~ and fluctuate seasonally.

The main intake structure is within the Sacramento River approximately 2.7 miles down river of
Keswick Dam (River Mile 246.7R). This reach of the Sacratnento River provides spav, aaiog and
rearing habitat for salmon and steelhead trout. The present fish screens have been operating since
1959. It is recognized that the screens do not meet the present standards set forth by the National
Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) and California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG). It is also
recognized that fish screens which meet both federal and s~ate stm~dards are a priority fbr all
diversions within this portion of the Sacramento River of the CALFED Bay-Delta Progrmn, as well
as other state and federal agencies to protect high prioriLy at-rink species (i.e., juvenile winter-lain,
spring-ran, fall-run, lalc fall-run chinook salmon, and steclhead trout).

The City of Radding Water Utilits, Fish Screen Rehabilitation project initiation (Phase One) would
start inunediately tbllowing funding approval. The City of Redding Department of Public Works
would admfi:fister and manage the efforts to ensure the successful management of the project fi’om
start to finish. The initial start up wouin include examination ofinstoric data and plan sets covering
the present pump sm~ture and its functioning mechanisms. A bid package and contract solicitation
for the design and engineering of the new screening system would be compiled and a contractor
would be selected and design and engineering would occur. The design and engineering of the new
fish screening mechanism for Pump Station #1 would adhere to the present standards set forth by
NMFS mad CDFG. Included during the design would be consultation with NMFS, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS), and CDFG to ensure that these agencies have input into the final design.
Also during Phase One, necessary environmental documents would be prepared and secured,
including CEQA compliance and acquisition of required federal and state permits.

Phase Two would again have the City of Redding Dcpaxtmcnt of Public Works administer and
manage the efforts to ensare the successful management and completion of the project. Phase Two
would include the solicitation of bid packages for the construction of the designed screen and
selection ~fa contractor. Following selection of the contractor (and when flow conditions allow)
construction would start. Construction and installation of the new screens would be monitored by
Cily of Reddiag persormel to ensure compliance with city, state, and tkderal laws.

Following completion of Phase Two, Phase Three would involve inspection and monitoring of the
new screening structure to ensure that the screens are functioning properly and continue to function
into fire future. Phases One and Two are expected to take approximately two years to complete,
while Phase Three would monitor the site during the third year to ensure the screens are fmactioffmg
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properly. A mouitoriug program, associated v~lth a regular maintenance program, would be
established following the third year to ensure that the screening facility continues to meet its design
goals into the future.

For the total budget, quarterly budget and schedule of each Phase and the tasks involved, see Table
1, 2, and 3, respectively. The major incremental phases of the project are identified in the following
list:

Phase 1: Project Initiation (4~ quarter 1999 - 3 rd quarter 2000)
Task 1
¯ Project Management
¯ Historical Data Cnilcction
¯ Bid Package and Contractor Solicitation
¯ Contractor Selection
Task 2
¯ Design and Engineering
Task 3
¯ Permitting

Phase 2: Construction (3Ta quarter 2000 - 2"d quarter 2001)
Task 4
¯ Project Management
¯ Bid Package mrd Contract Solicitation
¯ Contractor Selection
Task 5
¯ Construetion Supervision
Task 6
¯ Construction and Installation

Phase 3: Monitoring (3r’~ quarter 2001 - 2"a quarter 2002)
Task 7
¯ thspeetion and Monitoring

The project has been broken out into three main phases (Phase One, Phase Two, and Phase Three)
which are separable and d~stinct. Phase Three will occur immediately tbtlowing the completion of
construction and continue regularly to ensure that the screens are functioning properly into the
future. Quarterly project status reports will be prepared and circulated to the CALFED Bay-Delta
Program, the technical advisory team, appropriate public agency representatives and any other
interested parties. Each status report will include a brief description of the tasks completed,
percentage of each task completed, technical or other problems and delays encountered, resolutions
to these problems, and financial summaries. Following the end of the project a final report will be
prepared summarizing all major tasks, accomplishments and final results of the project. Phases One
and Two, dcscTibed above, are expected to be implemented within a two year period following
initial funding. During the third year, there would be regular thspections and a monitoring program
initiated to ensure that the screens are funetioning properly (Phase Three).
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TABLE 1. Co~t Br~kdo-cm Table
Direct Direct Overhead Labor Service Material Miseetlameous
Labor Salary and (General, Admin. Contract and and other

Project Phase Hours Benefits and fee) Acquisition Direct Total Cost

Prqiect Initiation
T~k 1. Project Man,agemenl a~d 110 $4,620 $3,300 $300 $8220

Monitodn~
Ta~k 7. lh~ject Impec~.on and 150 $6,300 $4,500 $10,800

Total Pt~se Thre~ Budget 150 $6~300 $41500 $10~800

To’~al City of Redd~ng 895 $37,590 $26,850 $13,500 $2,800 $80,740
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Table 3. Schedule Milestones
1999                   2000                           2001                       2002

Activity Name                    3rdQ 4thQ lstQ 2ndQ 3rdQ 4thQ~ lstQ 2ndQ 3rdQ 4lhQ lstQ 2ndQ 3rdQ

PHASE 1 - Project Initiation

Task I - Project Management & Contract Selection
~ ~

Task 2 - Design /Engineering ~

Task 3 - Environmental / Permitting ~ ~E

_ PHASE 2 - Construction

I Task 4 - Project Management & Contract Selection ~

"~ Task 5 - Project M&nagement & Construction Supervision

~ Task 6 - Construction & Installation

o PHASE 3 - Monitoring

Task 7 - Project Management & Monitoring

3rdQ 4thQ l~Q 2ndQ 3rdQ 4thQ lstQ 2ndQ 3rdQ 4thQ lstQ 2ndQ 3rdO



Location and/or Geographic Boundaries of the Project

City of Redding Water Utility Pump Station #1 is located on the south bank of the Sacrmnento
River (River Mile 246.7R) within the area referred to as Lake Redding, approximately 2.7 miles
downstream of Keswick Dam, within the City of Redding, Shasta County, California. The site
corresponds to an unseetioned portion of Township 32 North, Range 5 West, of the "Redding,
Calif." 7.5 minute U.S.G.S. topographic quadrangle (Figure 1 - ~roject Site and Vicinity).

ECOLOGICAL AN-D BIOLOGICAL BENEFITS

Eeolo gjeal/Biological Objectives

The primary objective of the project is to increase protection for priority species of juvenile fish
within tlfis section of the Sacramento River. The protection added by the upgraded screening
system on Pump Station #1 will reduce or eliminate entrainment losses of CALFED priority" species
including winter-run, spring-ran, Sacramento.fall-run and Sacramento late-fall run chinook
salmon, steelhead trout, and other resident fish species. These actions will help th the overall goal
for the recovery of at-risk native anadromons fish species.

The project would reduce mortality of priority fish species due to entrainment by installing modem
screens which meet the required specifications set by NMFS and CDFG. Ecological and economic
benefits are expected since the potential reduction of juvenile fish losses would help to promote
recovery of populations of listed and non-listed fish species and help to increase the availability of
fish to sport, commercial ma~ers, and the overall Sacramento River and Bay-Delta ecosystem, This
project would provide other agen(~es or water intake facilities with a model for establishing
proactive plans to increase long-term water diversion protection. It wotdd also provide the
CALFED Bay-Delta Program with a model project to help increase awareness and knowledge about
water diversion screening projects.

Linkages

Funding for water diversion projects which have needed fish screening vAthin the Sacramcuto
Valley have received significant funding from both CALFED and the Anadromous Fish Screen
Program of the Central Valley Project hnprovement Act (CVPIA). Since 1997, CALFED has
approved funding for some 14 projects, helping to design and/or install fish screens to help reduce
or eliminate entrainment and loss of anadromous fish species throughout the Valley. Examples
include Reclamation District 10g and 1004, the Princeton - Cordua - Glean/Providence Irrigation
District, and just do,a~n streara of the City of Redding’s intake structure, the Anderson Cottonwood
Irrigation District. Ftmdirtg for these projects have allowed for the design and/or nistallufion of
positive barrier fish screens within their areas.

The objeetivas of this project are consistent with the Ecosystem Restoration Program Plan,
ecological benefits as described in the Visions for Ecosystem Elements (Priority Group 1) (Voltage
I, pp. 32), Species and Species Group Visions (Chinook salmon and Steelhead trout) (Volume I, pp.

-6-

I --01 321 1
1-013211



FIGURE 1. Project Site and Vicnity



211-237), Visions for Redue’mg or Eliminating Stressors (Water Diversions) (Volume I, pp. 419-
429) and the North Sacramento Valley Ecological Management Zone (Vulume II, p. 158-196),
which emphasize entrainment as one of the most significant stressor to juvenile fish associated with
unscreened or inadequately screened water diversions. From the source tributaries to the Delta,
water diversions entrain millions of fish and other aquatic organisms. Entrained fishes generally do
not survive, and are permanently removed from their source walers. The City of Redding
reeoguizes the importance of adequate tlsh screening to help protect juvenile fish from entraim-nsnt
at its pumping station. By installing new fish screens which meet the present standards of NMFS
and CDFG, the ci/y will be taking a pro-active step which will achieve the utmost in protection for
juvenile fish, thus contributing to the increase in survival and population abundance of at risk
species (i.e., winter-run ehianok salmon, spring-run chinook salmon, Sacramento late fail-run
chinook salmon, Sacramento fall-rim chinook salmon, and steelhead trout) to levels that will
cotltribute to the overall health of the Delta and its tributary systems. In addition, this project is
compatible with the Central Valley Project Improvement Act (CVPIA) and its goals to ensure a
continued effort to !orotect natural production of anadromous fish species withii~ the overall
Sacramento River and Bay-Delta ecosystem.

System-Wide Ecosystem Benefits

Losses of juvenile fish species due to unscreened and inadequately screened water diversions have
been identified as a major stressor contributing to the decline of priority fish species withha the
Sacramento River and Bay-Delta system. Mortality from water diversion structures can occur
through injury, impingement, entrairmaent, and increased vainerability to predation. The screening
of Redding’s water diversion Pump Station #1, will implement a positive fish barrier to help protect
anadromous fish species as well as other resident fishes from entrainment. Projects and prograras
throughout the Sacramento River, its m~ior tributaries, and the Bay-Delta, in most recent times,
have establish goals which are attempting to screen all water diversion structures throughout these
systems. The hope has been to reverse the downward population trends of native an’~romous
species as well as other resident fishes and aquatic organisms. Protection offered by screened water
diversions results in a reduction in losses of theee pop,clarions. System wide protection will allow
these species a better chance at survival, which could lead to acquiring sustainable populations over
time and contribute to the overall increased health of the ecosystem. Tiffs could ultimately allow for
the recovery of these spacics, allowing for dclisting to occur and for more opportunities in the future
for sustainable commereisl and recreational harvest.

Compatibility with Non-Ecosystem Objectives

There are no anticipated negative third party impacts resulting from this proposed project. There are
however, positive third party impacts which will occur as a result of the proposed project. There
will be reductions or elimination of entrahunent of juvenile fish species impacted by water
diversions, which will help increase protection, survival, and population abundance of priority fish
species. This project would also provide other agencies and water intake facilities wi~h a model for
establishing proactive plans to increase water diversion protection. It would also provide the
CALFED Bay-Delta Program with a model project to help increase awarer~ess sad knmvledge about
water diversion screening projects.
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TECHNICAL AND FEASIBILITY AND TIMING

Technology coa~ceming fish screen structures has been developed to allow for proper retroI’lttha~ of
the panaping station with minimal disturbance to the riverine ecosystem. Design will allow for a
screen to be installed which will be durable over a long period of time, and will allow the diversion
flows to continue at required rates while increasing protection to juvenile fishes.

To meet the requirements of CEQA an initial study ~vill be conducted, it is anticipation that a
negative declaration will be processed. Also, ha compliance with N~PA, an environmental
assessment will be conducted. It is anticipated that fiadings will be that no significant impacts will
occur. All necessary permits will be obtaiaed from the various agencies involved (i.e., U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers, National Marine Fisheries Service, and the California Department of ~isb and
G’ame). Since the City of Reddthg would be respunsible for the management of the project,
authorization to conduct the project has been pre-approved. To help in the preplaaning and initial
design of’an efficient screening device, the NMFS, USFWS and CDFG would be consulted to
ensure that the f’mal design and implementation will meet their standards mad approval.

MONITORING AND DATA COLLECTION METHODOLOGY

Screen design and construclinn will be inspected to ensure compliance witll NMFS, USFWS and
CDFG screen criteria. Alter installation, the sereeus and cleaning systems will be monitored
regularly during year three to ananre proper mechanical effeefiveness. Approach and sweeping
velocities will be measured at the face of the screens to ensure specified criteria are met. An
appropriate maintenance program will be implemented to ensure proper ftmctioni~g and to facilitate
expedient corrccfion of any problems that may arise ha the future. These measures will help to
ensure that the intended prol~ctiou for juvenile fishes is being accomplished. The site will be
available to tbderal and state agency personnel tbr inspection during and after constcuctinn.

LOCAL INVOLVEMENT

The Shasta County Department o~ Public Works was notified of the City’s intentions to submit a
CALFED grant proposal in a letter addressed to Ran Hill the director of public works for the County
of Shasta (Attached). Since the City of Redding will be respunsible for the management of the
project, authorization to conduct the project has been pre-~pproved.

This project would provide other agencies and water intake facilities ~vith a model for establishing
proactive plans to increase water diversion protection. It would also provide the CALFED Bay-
Delta Program with a model project to help increase awareness m~d knowledge about w~er
db,’ersion screening projects. To help educate and increase awareness after design and constructian,
the site will be made avallahle for agencies and private organizations to view the final product and
to have available to them information on how the planning and ultimate implementation of the
project was accomplished.
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COSTS
Budget Costs

Phase 1: Project Initiation
Task I,
¯ Project Initiation
¯ I:fistorie Data Collection
¯ Bid Package and Contractor Solicitation
¯ Contractor Selection

Budget: $8,220

Task 2.
¯ Design and Engineering

Budget: $60,000

Task 3.
¯ Permitting

Budget: $16,580
Total Budget For Phase h $84,800

Phase 2: Construction
Task 4.
¯ Project Management
¯ Bid Package and Contractor Solicitation
¯ Contractor Selection

Budget: $4,620

Task 5.
¯ Construction Supervision

Budget: $40,520

Task 6.
Construction and Installation

Budget: $435,400
Total Budget for Phase 2:$480,540

Phase 3: Monitoring
Task 7.
¯ Inspection and Monitoring

Total Budget for Phase 3:$10,800

The City’s overhead costs are in conformance with the OMB Circular A-87 and the implemanting
instruction contained in the Ouid¢ OASC -10 published by the U.S. Department of Health and
IIumm~ Services. Further, no costs othe~ than those incurred by the Public Works Department or
allocated to that Dapartment via an approved central service cost allocation plan were included in its
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indirect east pool as finally accepted, and that such incurred costs are legal obligations of the eity
end allowable under the governing principles; that the same costs that have been treated as indirect
costs have not been claimed as direct costs; fllat similar types of costs have been acenrded consistent
accounting treatment; and, that the information provided by the City which was used a basis for
acceptance of the rates agreed to in the Negotiation Agreement are not subsequently found to be
materially inaccurate.

If ftmding is secured, the project initiation phase would begin immediately. The design end
engineering would go out to public hid and a contractor wotfld be selected. Environmental
documents would bc prepared and required permits would be obtained all within the first year.
Phase Two, conatruedon and installation of the serean structure, would take place once a
construction eontmctur is selected and llow conditions allow for constraction. Construction and
installation of the fish screens would be complete within two years of funding approval. Phase
Three, including a monitoring program for the new screening structure would be established during
year Ihree.

Applicant Qualifications

The City of Redding Fish Screen Restoration project vdll be administ~wed by the City of Redding
and receive support from the County of Shasta. The City of Redding is responsible for the
management ofplanaing, gro,~h, public utilities and preservation of natural resources within the
City of Redding. The City of Redding is staffed with experienced menagers, planners, and
engineers who have demonstrated an ability I~ protect and restore natural resources. In addition,
qualified, experienced staff of the County of Shasta will contribute support. The leading City of
Redding personnel which will be administering the project are as follows:

MORTON AUGUST

Mr. Morton August is the Director of Public Works for the City of Redding, and is responsible for a
staff of 136 people mad an overall operating budget of $22.6 million a year. For the past 26 years,
Mr. August has wurked in an upper management capacity within public works and engineering
departments for the Cities of Dena Point, Encinitas, Menhatten Beach, end Pasadena, as well as
Wildan Associates. His duties have involved planning, park development efforts, operations and
maintenance, liaison with state and federal agencies, and management of staff, consultants, and
contractors. He received his Bachelor of Science degree in Civil Engineering from the University
of Santhem California in t972. Mr. August actively led and partialpated in a team of profassJonal
eonsultents and contractors on en extremely complicated $3.5 million restoration of bluff failure
along the Coast Highway. The project was awarded the 1995 Putnam Award of Excellence by the
League of California Cities and was selected from over 70 projects nationwide to receive the
American Public Works Association’s 1995 Project of the Year Judge Award of Distinction.

ROBERT RUSSELL

Mr. Robert Russell is an Assistant City Engineer for the City of Redding responsible for the
management of the Engineering Division, consisting of 20 employees. Mr, Russell has 20 years of
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professional experience in capacities such as Associate Civil Engineer, Public Works Operations
Manager, and Aasistant City Engineer for the City of Reddiag and OR Water Engineers. As
Assistant City Engineer, Mr. Russell manages the Engineering Division, which is responsible for the
design and contract achatinistration of Public Works capital improvement projects. In his capacity as
Public Works Operations Manager, Mr. Russell was responsible for the mansgement of
maintenance operatiol~s of the City’s Water Utility, Storm Drainage Utility, Maintenance Electrical
and Engineering Group and Streets and Parking Divisions. He has been involved in projects such as
hydrologic studies, hydropower feasibility studies, and a City Wide Storm Drain Master Plan.

MIKE ROBEffI’SON

Mr. Mike Robertson is the Chief Water Plant Operator for the City of Redding Water Utility. Fie
oversees the operation and management of 63 different water treatment and supply facilities for the
City of Redd]ng, and ensures compliance with water quality requirements set by the Califorrfia
Department of Health Services - Office of Drinking Water and Environmental Management, and the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. He directs and assists in the preparation of the water utility
annual budget and numerous required engineering reports. Mr. Robertson develops the design
specifications for equipment purchases to be used at water facilities, and is respensible for the
design and upgrades performed at water treatment plants and the redevelopment of the groundwater
well system. In addition, he manages contract operations with the Bureau of Reclamation regarding
the City’s two surface water contracts and Western Area Power Administration for power.

JERRY SWANSON

Mr. Swanson is ~he Director of the Development Services Department for the City of Redding and
is responsible for the managemeut of four divisions consistiug of Airports, Bttilding, Planning, and
Geographic Information Systems, with a budget of $6.3 million and 48 full-time employees. For the
past 22 years, Mr. Swanson has worked in an upper management capacity in charge of community
setwices, advance planning, current plsrming, and property management for the Cities of Glendale,
Arizona; Walnut Creek, Califonfia; Rockford, Illinois; and Tucson, Arizona. His duties have
involve marketing/commtmicafions, recreation, housing and transit, librsry departments, advance
and current planning, property management and administrator for a regional council often
governments serving a two-s~te urban mid rural area of nearly 500,000 people. He received his
Master of Scienec degree in Urban Plnnning from the University of Arizona, Tucson in 1981 and a
Bachelor ofArts in Economics fromtheUniversityofCslifomiast Santa Barbara in 1967. Mr.
Swanson has been an active member of the American Planning Association and the International
City/County Management Association.

Standard Terms and Conditions

The City of Redding will comply with all standard terms and conditions. Attactled is a fully -
executed and notarized Non-Collusion Affidavit to be Exeented By Bidder and Submitted with Bid
for Public Works.
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CITY OF REDDtNG

Apd115, 1999
W-030-550-700

Ron Hill
Director of Public Works
Shasta County
1855 Placer Street
Retiring, CA 96001

Dear Rein

Subject: Replacement of Fish Screen ~.t Pump Heuse No. 1

AS you may be aware, the City of Redding is seeking funding to replace the existing fish protection
screens on the intake pumps at Pump Heuse No. 1 on the Sacramento River. With the advent
of the improvement of the Anderson Cottonwood irrigation. District diversion structure to allow
enhanced fish passage, the City desires to insure our system provides state-of-the-art protection
of the area’s fishery.

In order to obtain funding to implement the preject, the City of Redding is preparing a proposal to
request funding from the CALFED Bay-Delta Program in response to its Februar~ 1999 Ecosystem
Restoration Projects and Programs Prepesel Solicitation Package. The purpose of this letter is
to comply with a request of CALFED that project proponents inform County olficials of projects
that are proposed to occur within the County.

tf you have any questions or would like additional information regarding the project, ple~e call me
at 225-4"170.

Sincerely, ¯

ma/ab/220a
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~.xhlbit
NONCOLLUSION AFFIDAVIT TO BE EXECUTED BY
BIDDER AND SUBMITTED WITH BiD FOR PUBLIC WORKS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA                      )

COUNTY OF ~" ~I’~Sf"     )

the ~arty making the foregoing bid that the bid is not m~e In the interest of, or on
behalf of, any undisclos~ pemon, partnership, company, association, organization.
or corporgt~on: that th~ bid is genuine and not collusive or sham; that the bidder
h~s not directly or indirectly induced or soliei~d any other bidder ~ put in ¯ false
sham bid, and has not directly or indirectly ~Iluded, consplr~d, connived, or ~groed
with gny bidder or anyone else m put In a sham bid, or that g~neshg]] r~rain
bidding; thee t~ bidder hg~ not in any manner, dfr~tly or indir¢otly, soughs by
~r¢omont, ¢ommuuic~tlo~. o~ ¢onI¢~’¢nce with anyono to fix the bid price ol the
bidder or any other bidder, or ~ fix gny overhoad, protit, or cost ~loment ot the bid
prie~, or ot that ot ~ny other bidder, or ~ s~r~ any ~dvan~e against the public
body awarding the contract of anyone in~r~st~d in ths rro~osed contract: that
stg~mon~ confined in tho bid aro true: and, further, that the bidder has not,
directly or ind{rectly, submitted his or h~r bid ~Hce or any breakdown thereof, orthe
~nten~ rh~rsof, or divul~d information or data re]afire there~ or pa~d, and will
not ~ay, any f~¢ ~ any corporation, par tnar~ ~i9, ¢omrany, g~sociation, organization,
bid depository, or to any mem~r or agent thereof ~ effectug~ g collusive or
sham bid.

DAVID M. FORSETH ~ Subscribed and sworn to bQ~or¢ me on
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